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said no, it was our business; it does 
matter. We have the resources and the 
capability, through NATO, together to 
try to do something to put a stop to it. 
That has been the effort. Is the effort 
perfect? No. Have there been mistakes? 
Of course. But will we, by the judgment 
of history, be seen as a country and a 
group of countries attempting to do 
something in the face of ethnic cleans-
ing, in the face of a ruthless leader who 
packs people into train cars and hauls 
them off to an uncertain fate, who, in 
the words of all of the refugees who 
have shown up at the border of Albania 
and Montenegro and other areas, has 
permitted mass rape and torture and 
murder against the citizens of Kosovo? 
Do we understand the consequences of 
that and the requirement to respond to 
it? The answer is yes. 

But I hope at the end of this chapter, 
Mr. Milosevic will not be a part of an 
agreement that leaves him in power. 
That will not, in my judgment, be fin-
ished business. 

f 

THE COMPREHENSIVE NUCLEAR 
TEST BAN TREATY 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I want 
to talk for a moment about the Com-
prehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty. 
That is a subject I suppose will glaze 
over the eyes of many, the Comprehen-
sive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty. I was in 
my home State of North Dakota last 
week. The Senate was not in session. 
We did not have votes. I guess I was in 
20 or 25 different communities all 
across the State, probably at three 
dozen different events, town meetings 
and speeches and various things. It will 
not surprise anyone to learn that the 
Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Trea-
ty did not come up. We talked about 
farm policy. We talked about virtually 
every other thing. We talked about 
water policy, we talked about welfare, 
but at none of the meetings in which 
we discussed public issues did anyone 
raise the issue of the Comprehensive 
Nuclear Test Ban Treaty. 

I want to raise the question about 
this treaty because the President of 
the United States signed this treaty 21⁄2 
years ago and sent it to the Senate for 
ratification. This Senate did not hold a 
hearing on it during the 105th Con-
gress, no hearing at all. It is now 6 
months into the new Congress, with no 
hearing. I, with some of my colleagues, 
am organizing a letter to the appro-
priate committee and key people on 
the committee to say we would like to 
see movement here. If one Senator op-
poses this country joining the Com-
prehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty, 
then bring it out here and let’s have 
that debate. I cannot conceive of sig-
nificant opposition to a determination 
by so many countries in the world that 
we ought to prevent nuclear testing; 
we ought to have an agreement that we 
do not want the spread of nuclear 
weapons to additional countries. 

In the past year or so we have seen 
activities that concern me and many of 

my colleagues a great deal. We know 
how many countries possess nuclear 
weapons. Among those countries that 
are understood to possess nuclear 
weapons we can now add India and 
Pakistan, because each of them ex-
ploded nuclear weapons under each 
other’s noses. These are two countries 
that do not like each other a great 
deal. There are great tensions. In fact, 
yesterday on the news you would have 
seen shelling on the border between 
Pakistan and India. Each of these 
countries exploded nuclear weapons, 
apparently just to show the other 
country they possess nuclear bombs. 

North Korea is testing medium-range 
missiles, firing missiles down range. 
The country of Iran is testing medium- 
range missiles. Are these things omi-
nous? Of course they are. Terrorist 
states acquiring delivery mechanisms 
for long-range missiles and potentially, 
I assume, to send weapons of mass de-
struction to other parts of the world; is 
that an ominous development? You bet 
it is. 

We spent a lot of time here in the 
Senate talking about a national mis-
sile defense; if we could just get a na-
tional missile defense put in place in 
this country so if someone shoots a 
missile at our country we can go up 
and hit that bullet with a bullet. I 
guess we have spent $100 billion over 
the years trying to do that. There is 
not much talk about the other things 
that have been far more successful, and 
that is arms reduction and test ban 
treaties banning nuclear tests, reduc-
ing nuclear weapons. 

With consent, I hold up here the part 
that was taken from the wing of a 
backfire bomber. This is the piece of a 
wing strut from a backfire bomber 
which had its wings sawed off at a 
former Soviet airbase in Priluki, 
Ukraine. During the cold war, when the 
Soviet Union was considered our adver-
sary, the only way I could hold up a 
piece of the wing of one of their bomb-
ers was if we had shot the bomber 
down. So how does it happen I hold up 
a portion of a wing of a Soviet backfire 
bomber? That wing was cut off. Why 
was it cut off? This country helped pro-
vide the funds to cut the wings off 
bombers in the Soviet Union and now 
Russia and now the Ukraine. 

Why did they agree to that? Because 
we have an arms control reduction 
agreement in which missiles with nu-
clear warheads aimed at the United 
States of America that used to be bur-
ied in the ground in the Ukraine are 
now taken out of the ground and dis-
mantled with the warhead still on. I 
displayed a picture on the floor of the 
Senate showing where a missile used to 
rest in a silo in the Ukraine with the 
warhead aimed at the United States of 
America. A sunflower field now exists 
there. No missile, no nuclear bomb— 
sunflowers. How did that missile get 
taken out? How did this backfire So-
viet bomber wing get chopped off? We 
have arms reduction agreements with 
the Soviet Union, the old Soviet Union, 

and now Russia and the Ukraine, and 
they are working. 

We have people here who say: We do 
not care about those agreements. We 
want to build a national missile de-
fense system. It doesn’t matter what it 
costs. It doesn’t matter whether it will 
work. We just want to spend the money 
so we will feel good. 

One part of what works in arms con-
trol, in my judgment, is the Nunn- 
Lugar funds which we have spent that 
accomplished this. The second part, in 
my judgment, is to pass pieces of legis-
lation that we know make sense for 
this country’s future and for the safety 
of the world. One of those is the Com-
prehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty. 
This country needs to pass it. This 
Senate needs to ratify it. That is the 
way, as a country, we make judgments 
about it. 

I want to hold up a chart that shows 
the support for it. This was polling 
done in a range of States around the 
country: Oregon, Nebraska, Utah, Ohio, 
Kansas, Colorado, Tennessee—support 
for the Comprehensive Nuclear Test 
Ban Treaty. Look at it. Mr. President, 
86 percent in favor to 10 percent in Or-
egon who believe we should not ratify 
this treaty. This country signed it; so 
have many other countries around the 
world, 152 countries. 

This country has a responsibility, in 
my judgment, to provide leadership, 
and leadership will mean this Senate 
ought to ratify it. In order to do that, 
we must get this treaty out of the com-
mittee and get it to the floor and have 
a debate on it. I urge my colleagues 
who feel strongly about this to join me 
and say to the committee it is time, 
long past the time, when this Senate 
should ratify the Nuclear Test Ban 
Treaty. 

I will, in coming days, speak again on 
the floor on this issue and the impor-
tance of it. I hope I will be joined by 
plenty of colleagues who will encour-
age and urge and push, if necessary, 
the committee to bring this treaty to 
the floor. Give us a chance to debate 
this treaty and give us a chance to 
produce the votes to ratify this treaty, 
for this country’s sake and for the sake 
of added security and safety in the 
world. We must prevent the spread of 
nuclear weapons. We must prevent the 
spread of technology that allows the 
delivery of nuclear weapons. One way 
to do that, in my judgment, is to pre-
vent additional nuclear testing, and 
the way to do it is to ratify this treaty. 

It is long past the time to do it, and 
we ought to do it now and we ought to 
expect that be reported to the floor for 
debate in the next 2 to 3 months. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada. 
f 

EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the morning hour be ex-
tended for 7 minutes. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

THE COMPREHENSIVE NUCLEAR 
TEST BAN TREATY 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, my col-
league who just spoke on the Senate 
floor is the chairman of the Demo-
cratic Policy Committee. This is the 
educational arm of the Democratic 
Senators. He has done an outstanding 
job during his 6 months as chairman of 
the Policy Committee, hoping to edu-
cate not only Democrats but Repub-
licans as to some of our responsibil-
ities. The statement that was just 
made by the chairman of the com-
mittee, the Senator from North Da-
kota, is certainly appropriate. 

I agree in every way. The fact is, it is 
very important that we do everything 
we can to ratify this treaty, and also 
the Nunn-Lugar money has been some 
of the money that has been most well 
spent. I do not know of any money we 
have spent in recent years that has 
done more good than that money spent 
to make sure the former Soviet Union 
is helped to retire some of their weap-
ons of mass destruction. It has been a 
cooperative agreement that has worked 
well for the United States and worked 
well for Russia. So I compliment and 
applaud my friend, the Senator from 
North Dakota. 

f 

HONORING ANDRE AGASSI 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, yesterday, I 
got up very early. I had a 6:30 a.m. 
flight leaving from Reno, NV. I was 
very concerned because that same day, 
that same time, my friend and someone 
who is very important to the State of 
Nevada, Andre Agassi, was playing for 
the championship of the French Open. 
This is a tournament that is world re-
nowned. My friend and one of Nevada’s 
favorite citizens was playing in that 
championship. 

Just a few months ago, he had a se-
ries of injuries, and people said he was 
not going to compete anymore on the 
high scale he had in the past. He sur-
prised everyone, except himself and the 
people from the State of Nevada. We 
have seen this young man time and 
time again do things that were said 
could not be done. There were people 
who said over the years he did not have 
the basic skills great tennis players 
have, but he, of course, has shown them 
that simply is not true. 

When I arrived in Denver, one of the 
first things I did was run to a tele-
vision set to see how Andre was doing. 
How disappointed I was. He had lost 
the first two sets, and lost them over-
whelmingly; he had been beaten, and 
he was behind in the third set. If you 
lose the third set, it is all over. On the 
entire trip from Denver to Washington, 
I was very despondent. This oppor-
tunity for Andre Agassi to make world 
history was slowly dissipating as I 
traveled the skies. I knew the news 
would be bad when I arrived at Dulles. 

I asked the first person whom I had a 
chance: What happened to Andre? He 
said he won. He won the French Open. 

I rise today to honor the accomplish-
ments of Andre Agassi. As I have al-
ready mentioned, he is a prominent Ne-
vadan who has become the first man in 
30 years to win tennis’ four grand slam 
events. Andre, who lost the first two 
sets to Ukrainian Andrei Medvedev, 
rallied in dramatic form, to say the 
least, to win the French Open on June 
6, 1999, yesterday. He won at 
Wimbledon in 1992, the U.S. Open in 
1994, and the Australian Open in 1995. 
Andre Agassi now joins the ranks of 
tennis immortals Fred Perry, Don 
Budge, Roy Emerson, and Rod Laver. 
Not only does this assure him of a 
place in the record books, but also 
marks a successful resurgence into the 
very elite of the tennis world. 

Andre in previous years has been 
ranked No. 1. He started a few months 
ago, ranked 140th in the Nation. He 
now, of course, is in the top 10 and is 
rising to where he will be ranked No. 1 
again. He was ranked as high as No. 3 
about a year ago. 

Andre Agassi has proven himself to 
be not only a world-class athlete but a 
great citizen of the State of Nevada 
who has continually given back to his 
community. He should be recognized 
not only for his athletic prowess, but 
he should be recognized for what he has 
done in charitable endeavors in the 
State of Nevada. 

In April of 1998, the Andre Agassi 
Boys and Girls Club in west Las Vegas, 
a minority community, was chartered 
as the 2,000th Boys and Girls Club in 
the Nation. This club provides a posi-
tive alternative to time on the streets 
for the youth of Las Vegas and is dedi-
cated to the aid and education of chil-
dren who are at risk of becoming in-
volved with gangs, drugs, or both. 

Not only has Andre Agassi done this, 
but he has also founded the Andre 
Agassi Charitable Foundation dedi-
cated to the continued support of chil-
dren’s organizations, as well as domes-
tic violence support programs. 

Andre Agassi has done more than 
make appearances. He personally has 
given and raised millions of dollars to 
these charities. He is an outstanding 
example of an athlete and dem-
onstrates how they should return to 
their communities. 

I admire Andre Agassi for a number 
of reasons, some of which I have laid 
out today. He is a great athlete and, of 
course, we all admire great athletes. 
He is a great athlete who has returned 
much to his community. But one of the 
reasons I admire Andre Agassi is he has 
not forgotten from where he came. He 
recognizes the millions he has made in 
endorsements, and playing tennis did 
not come, in effect, because he was 
born with a silver spoon in his mouth. 
He recognizes he came from a family 
that had very little. He came from a 
family that worked in the restaurants 
and hotels of Las Vegas. He has not for-
gotten his roots. It is this trait I ad-

mire more than any other of this world 
renowned athlete. I am pleased to ac-
knowledge the achievements of this 
great athlete, great Nevadan, great 
American, Andre Agassi. 

f 

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the individ-
uals on the list which I send to the 
desk be granted the privilege of the 
floor during the consideration of the 
defense appropriations bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The list is as follows: 
Sid Ashworth, Dan Elwell, Tom Haw-

kins, Bob Henke, Susan Hogan, Mazie 
Mattson, Gary Reese, Candice Rogers, 
Kraig Siracuse, John Young, Charlie 
Houy, and Emelie East. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2000 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will now 
proceed to the consideration of S. 1122, 
which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1122) making appropriations for 

the Department of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2000, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

Mr. STEVENS. I thank the Chair for 
bringing the Department of Defense ap-
propriations bill for fiscal year 2000 be-
fore the Senate. 

It is my privilege to once again bring 
this defense bill to the Members of the 
Senate in partnership with my distin-
guished colleague, the Senator from 
Hawaii. 

I hope all Senators were able to see 
or at least learn of the very distin-
guished memorial that was created to 
honor the 442nd, which was the most 
decorated unit of World War II; our col-
league, Senator INOUYE, was part of 
that unit. I am very pleased we are 
once again able to come before the 
Senate to pursue a matter of great con-
cern to each of us, and that is the de-
fense of our country. 

We have served together on this sub-
committee now for more than 20 years, 
and we have been chairman or ranking 
member, depending upon the political 
tides of this country. I want the Senate 
to know that I could not have brought 
this bill to the Senate so early this 
year without the wisdom, experience, 
and judgment of my good friend from 
Hawaii. 

I also commend Senator LEVIN and 
Senator WARNER of the authorization 
committee for their handling of the de-
fense authorization bill. We have 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 21:45 Nov 01, 2013 Jkt 081600 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\1999SENATE\S07JN9.REC S07JN9m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
C

G
S

P
4G

1 
w

ith
 S

O
C

IA
LS

E
C

U
R

IT
Y


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-23T14:04:28-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




